


CHRONOLOGICAL 


TABLE OF CASES... 





EASTERN DISTRICT, 


NEW-ORLEANS, FEBRUARY TERM, 1838. 


Forstall & Co. vs. Blanchard et al.,.........---.----------- nl 
DA i TU a oa viveieitdas stincraind cc muistimacumincamaiaaiod 7 
CG WO, DNIi sivicicisicacntonseeminanalaes 11 
Maddox vs. Maddox’s Executor,.........--------.------.-- 13 
Pees: 06 TIN CG cciccwtiwcmisumncmnmmusaaan 16_ 
enteenie ve: Tene Gh Whe 6 bi cciknnck ecco cnntinemenonnae 19 
Cagis Thcite we: Dee 6 Chyna cc cccnncmnsenninannen 25 
Mayer’s Heirs vs. Neraut’s Administrator,...-..------------- 30 
MARCH TERM, 1838. 
Ko ieee 0b oh: ee: Fi Rckdicditkcwicnniiiomimilans 33 
Conal-Bank ot al. vs. Copeland. conn nnnnsnwcnierwnmawen 34 
Wee Wei TI i iow eas chert deine 47 
Municipality No. 1 vs. Municipality No. 2,..--.---.--------- 49 
Beckman vs. New-Orleans Cotton Press Company,------------ 67 
PRR 00 DR iicsccicccccdinsionesammemumauae 70 
Robouam’s Heirs vs. Robouam’s Executor,.....-..---.--.--- 73 
DR. iii dsc cin nna 83 
ge | a ne ce heme nee emen eregee ate ome 93 
Hill et al. vs. Holmes and Smith,...-.....-..--.-..--.---.- 96 
Wramey 0s Deleted Ey, nn ncn cinndicenaore omen 98 
OE Ne a aitis: x sscices eis Stan iartinn reine taeda radadtaca ane 102 
Colsson vs. Consolidated Association Bank,...-....----- ailalati 105 
SAVY Oh DOCG C8 Wigs dnc cncce tw camner snes 109 
Langley’s Heirs vs. Langley’s Executors,.....--------------- 114 
State vs. Judge Morgan,._--...-.------- hen nme hanes teal 118 


Se nt Siete a 




















Vi. CHRONOLOGICAL 


PAGE 
i IN iciiiasirnenrneatinannsiwen wie weeds 123 
NE a a ve a Te ere 124 
Gravier’s Curator vs. Carraby’s Executor,...-..------------- 127 
Michot vs. Flotte’s Administrator, ...................-.--..- 129 
| a ee ce sc seidiaaes 132 
Walden vs. Louisiana State Insurance Company,_------------ 134 
NN ia tciccirce a iinet wn iitaise seane su inlmiananbiinie 137 
RR IN sc cnticccienseeiaracnnarninltiminini sn cinnetenanieniiine 139 
Hutchiss, Tutor, &c. vs. Dodd et al.,...-....--.-...-.------- 142 
Hyde & Goodrich vs. Smith et al.,.........-...-.-.......-- 144 
TR PES Oh RR ns se sewin ccicvewwecewiccscnmnes 148 
ee 
i ee ee 155 

APRIL TERM, 1838. 

A AI ns ceern rectal Slab nc selnialde ataseeniabaliadb bine 156 
ES SE Oe I oe tite nine cseccvccamesensentn 159 
er ee te I Ee Ricic ccticseiennnnimmssinne 162 
NE NINE ise ccvincacmniecon sense lncienatsnaiceictet inet eiedicna int 167 
IRI css estar Sd igs lcm ere 170 
I I a sd ih te a ac bse asain 173 
FE i nnsccanameinnicennerapinnnnan wantin 177 
TR ic ccncnssvccnnidsnenennnennonnentenens 181 
BPGrogor oc, Bettingbam ot al... 0506500 c0nensossss 182 
IN i i ts sn ahi bn aan aaa 190 
Rapes Wisiew we: Der Wj nicnn es coennewencomennwnns 197 
i Fe I ic icin ccmetennvcnneinntenavonin’ 202 
te icc sce recciscnccennennmvinnnnnescewenwes 205 
ene 20: CoRR, TNE, Diligaic cviiinevcensnncnnnesosewe 207 
Ee Re ee 211 
RE IE Whigs his ccmancnnnncsc resemnednewnsniene 214 
ee ee ee ee a Te 221 
ee a eo ee 223 
i a ee ee 224 
is i I ss sini niililalishiaibaiaian aaa ihnaienende 227 
Ce ee 230 
Courtnay et al. vs. Mississippi Marine and Fire Insurance Co.,-- 233 
I OR cient i oicvain scien sree acne dre xoneaine 241 


ee 





BGT BE 


FRET 


CoS TNR aPC DURRANI Be 





—_ 


eS) ee.lC 





ATOLLS BEET 


5: SPCR 











TABLE OF CASES. VII. 


PAGE 
De Vesbols oc. Mary 0 @).,. .22.2220ccncneisnnssctadecieens 247 
MAY TERM, 1838. 

a 254 
Weak et Ties ha sre nncicnntnene 255 
Pict 0 CDR an cn cin cen cn nnesancmnnvaniinnwniinna 260 
ek te. TOs nacciccccinivnnwestsniedendedl 265 
Poobiel, «¢ nt al. on Delete. 02 cece vc csnnensennsennnen 267 
Paty 0: 00: TGs on iciiccncncnecinnemnmmnnnne Q71 
Desha, Bradford, et al. vs. Solomons,.-...-.-...-...-----.-- 272 
ase Wk Fe Fi sn sisinssecasts esse estassaceisinibaneicbiiahpagiala 278 
Wallace, Lambeth & Pope vs. Beachamp et al.,...-.---------- 284 
Same vs. IN isis cecuctivmtiabcmmpiiaiai 289 

Ch: DO bo ins ikke se cca 290 
Re 06 I Oh nsivikc cide cco 295 
Diesieey ut on: ot Potions o al... 2.2 cicnnn cw cccnsccnnnamaens 296 
Municipality No. 2 vs. Lawrence et al.,..--.---...---------- 305 
es 06 OF. 0: TE Cio iiicicccnanncnhiinnnwns 308 
Conolly et al. vs. Bertrand, f. m.c................--.--...-- 319 
Cheyron’s Heirs vs. Attorney General,.._...--..--.--------- 315 
06 TN 0 he sic nvinvonnnivnanncunmmeniie 319 
ee DE i occ dteinsdscncack mena 321 
i I, oi candgsinnscceecsraeeanuasaameess 324 
Brugnot vs. Louisiana State Marine and Fire Insurance Co._--- 326 

JUNE TERM, 1838. 
Stinson et al. vs. Schooner Pennsylvania,_-.-..-.------------ 332 


Regnier vs. Louisiana State Marine and Fire Insurance Co.,---- 336 
Flower et al. ws. Griffith’s Heirs,. .........-...-.-.---..-... 345 
Kohn et al. vs. New-Orleans Insurance Company,-.----------. 348 
ihe ve. Dulgn Ri onic o ov cco cnnccnsiviscesee 
Chase, Under Tutor, &c. vs. Matthews’ Executor,.-...-------- 357 
Hyde et al. vs. Palmer & Southmayd,........--.-----.------ 359 
Vigers et al. vs. Ocean Insurance Company,---.---.-....----- 362 
a RO TT 
ee 
ee 
ne 
SO Oe PN Chins visa reise 383 

















VIII. CHRONOLOGICAL 


2 PAGE 
| ee Ta earn enn Te, feo te 384 
Pumen Company vs: Wright et al... ......-..-.0.006<0-00s00% 386 


es, Oc. ws. Warhol: ..... <<. 6. 26 on onc cs esses TR 
a 


IU cist ese ncaa alte 397 
ae ee ~. 399 
ee ee 402 
gS a ee eae 406 
RO COR TNR ois eee ce cccomncsvasweecnies 409 
Merchants’ Insurance Company vs. Barroso,----------------- 4il 


WESTERN DISTRICT. 
*ALEXANDRIA, OCTOBER TERM, 1838. 


ne Te Welle 0: Tyo in oo ons cee ee cis ncseesinns 415 
NONE FE ae LP Ra Te 420 
Norment, Curator, &c., os. Gill ef ux.,......... ..2.6.-045-.- 422 
TOON ON st cs chi he a abi naa 423 
CT NNN 6 TI ooo oc sc ewenrnnmensce ne 424 
Babcock, Gardiner & Co. vs. Williams,..--..--------------- 428 

Same pW Dliis icc dae enieeiudeben 431 
I ail: I iia ine iiss alan aaa Ra arene 432 
M‘Donald vs. Lee's Administrator,.................55.....% 435 
ai eae a alae i ik aia ante aie gumaeat 437 
Oe aie I i oii. ois didi it ree eed ee a nena 439 
Mechanics’ and Traders’ Bank, vs. Prescott,.....-..--..------ 444 
Kimball’s Administrator vs. Dunn’s Heirs,..--.-...---------- 445 


Ee eee ee eee ee 
Ee 
ee NI a nin cn cwree ve nwiakinecomeeeeseunenancnin Oe 


ee eee ee eee ee 457 
Priend ve. Bowmal,.. .. . .< <o002-2-- 00 coe semen cccssencoes 461 
Garrett: ve. Knox's Admimistrator,......................... 468 
a, RR ie ea Deen uceeniaie Ege em 465 
Briggs et al. vs. Briscoe, - -------------------------------- 468 


* Through mistake this is printed *¢ New-Orleans, February, 1838,” at the heading 
of page 415. The reader will observe and correct it, by reading, ‘* Alexandria, 
October Term, 1858.” 






















SAREE eee as tie 








J 


~~ ee eS | 


- 


—_ 


ng 
a, 








MRA 








OF CASES. 


PAGE 
Te a DI oo ie a oiscntecitinccenihns come 472 
eS ee eae 474 
Gorton ve. Gorton’s Eixecutor,.. . ...... 2... cnccccccwnwannncucde 476 
ee eT eee. Pee en 480 
PEI 06; BRU ia 6 inser nin cine intianeini tema 482 
Baillio etal. vs. Innis’s Executors,. ....-.......-..-...... --. 483 
Paige & Wells vs. Scott's Heira,.........0..20cacncsncensemns 490 


Walton vs. Catholic Congregation, .......-.-.-.-------.--. 493 
Oe Nisa iondris tk saccd tensa ane 
I Oe igi wii Hiniccncurkeeseedeeeeeeeee 


ne Gk TN WE Wao hdc tna cévecawesdeeue 511 
ek ie tiie inne esndimmued esac 530 
ee ee emcee ane | 535 


Vacocu’s Widow and Heirs vs. Pavée,....--.-.-.-.-------.. 537 
ae TI es oer race ew eeeccnusedien eee 53 
State of Louisiana vs. Johnson et al,,.....-.-.-._.._.._._... 547 


ee gL ee ee 
Pell a Theite wh. CWO ao ess vio kc eceeeemaene 555 
ert: Ge: SEONG: TIN ao as i to ons evga 564 
oe | ne Lee | 571 
ee i Te i ok oie ent aaa cece 573 
M‘Guire, Curator ad hoc, vs. Ross, Tutrix, ete.,...-..-.- 2 575 
EE 86 Cs dit Sino iccuieemdeeced eae 578 
eee” OE, I “dceud co cucecaaae eee ae 582 


ee 

Re NN Bia lislaratsiaiteaStueca yo nie acaatae sande ae 
Mason rs. Mason’s Widow and Heirs, -.-..-.-.----_-.-..... 589 
Sexton et al. vs Brooke's Meira... -. .. ....22 csceccwcscwcecns He 
i Sa eee eee 598 


va. Williams of al... << vic nc ccscccsccenna SM 


Brown’s Executor vs. Faulk’s Administrator 
’ 





a 





ee a 
Pinnell et al. vs. Scriber’s Administrator,..-....-.-.-._...-.. 608 
ee 
eT 
Reynolds, Tutor, &c. vs. Reynolds’ Administrator,..-......_-.. 617 
Ne Wi I Wii hadi sede 619 


Bb 



































ALPHABETICAL. 


TABLE OF CASES. 








PAGE 
Die 06 ab Ch De iossicnccccdisiidieiineeeee 132 
DE Be Cis siiict iicianiia adda 156 
Be ee eee nT ne Tf 454 
ee OE I is ss estes hci eatin eenaeamennnen 465 
Danae te. LI i se ccccnmnriacanimininnunisiaa aia 124 — 
Attorney General ads. Cheyron’s Heirs,.---------.---------- 315 
Reet nde. TR ic eine svicnenisminnmnanomas 482 
Babcock, Gardiner & Co., vs. Williams,...-......--..-....- 428 
Same, Ch: WHEE OF DBikaciunccianteenmaxe 431 
UY 6: Bsa cncnsincisinmnianmmammiiae 506 
& Wee 0: I oki vitcctcccdsccnsiacccees 415 
Baillio a al. vs Tntie's Hmecwtot,... «onc ccccececcnswssatess 483 
erat 60h CNR i. xsicinnicnisnasnnn nna 167 
Seecrelh elle, TEMG TINE, oo. ncnnicncwnicnriniamamenius 159 
Barroso ads. Merchants’ Insurance Company,-----------.---- 4\1 
GR BR ivciscintivictnidenane denied 437 
CR Tivo stsitinicnwes taitiineiaeee 437 
Beauchamp et al. ads. Wallace, Lambeth & Pope,.----------- 284 
Same ads. ee. j i «seeds 289 
Dudek oc: CO CP cencdccsvcmniniimaaaaal 295 
Beekman vs. New-Orleans Cotton Press Company,-.---------- 67 
ek OF OL 66 Fink hidicindwcaioninasaaieine 211 
Gas: Palete0ie =~ oe Se eee 227 
NT Gk MAE Bhai sitcom 132 
ae i CN oi assis wstaiaeaiieieeaden satan 384 
Bengel £ w.c. ads. Lopes's Heth... «00000 sesnesevniuanamale 197 


Bertrand (£ m. c. ads: Conolly et @h..0 ceca cnnsiscinanesiounniin 313 























XII. ALPHABETICAL 











CE EE REE LT TET 
pe ikichcciclbnnmenidadunemulamesee tact 205 
Blanchard et al. ads. Forstall & Co.,.........-------------- 1 
en ene an ee 173 
Ee Tee Ce ee Te ne are 611 
a eee ee 406 
Ee NT IIR ois d uccneneeusewinnemnniaemeens 278 
eT ee 139 
OU To iciccuisnntcentanenweeue tenements 123 
TG aE a ee 461 
ef 
I EN citi sca oi a craicad caer Serena anna ck 70 
NONI  NI ca as nhdn Shsain nnca ani 468 
NIN I I is ss wien eddie meee aa een amu 472 
i Te aN 468 
Bevtingham eal. ads. M'Gregor,......~.......--600005 sa 182 
Breeers Tics ads Benton of al.,... .. 2.2 cn nn scecsencuce 596 
eT ee eee ny ee ee 102 
IN al all Blige ea 600 
’'s Executor ve. Williams o al.,...-< ..~~-.66..04.0.-- 613 
Same vs. Faulk’s Administrator,.._....-..-..--- 598 
Brugnot vs. Louisiana State Marine and Fire Insurance Company, 326 
a 321 
ee eee ee 619 
CE WE i ccinineccwncnenin ce wewmenunes 535 


WE E.R. CI oo ce os cece wne rene osssenne TT 
I REE Ts ce ion temas ne teorne wen sens oxen SD 


a 


Canal and Banking Company et al vs. Copeland,.-.-.-.-.-.-- 34 


Carraby’s Executor ads. Gravier’s Curator,.---.-..---------- 127 
Catholic Congregation ads. Walton,....-------------------- 493 
NN ios eae aie MeN eee ne 578 


TS ee ee a ee 
ee ee 
Chase, .Tutor, etc. vs. Matthews’s Executor,. -...--....------. 357 
Cheyron’s Heirs vs. Attorney General,......--------------- 315 
a 
ee ee nee 





































FONG RIE EFL NE ISNA ae 





















LCE ELLIE ELLE I 


$6 PRN, 


Tee i al al 








TABLE OF CASES. 


Clark vs. Christine ef @).,.. .< ««sencassovcecdemeeecuneeel 394 


Cochran vs. Petry,- -- o< -- 2+ 20 on cw cw cece ccqnteessesveced WE 
Colsson vs. Consolidated Association Bank,...-.--.-..-.-----. 105 
Conolly nl: we: TE. © OW: Rikki x dkcherdicncaceldccce 313 
Consolidated Association Bank ads. Colsson,.---. ee 
Copeland ads. Canal and Banking Company et al.,..---.-----. 34 
Courtnay et al. vs. Mississippi Marine and Fire Insurance Co.,.. 233 








Cian ek. Olt: Eiko ic ce icnsinassadausaeeeaae 432 
CRO ORE CID co 600000 voniktenn cases 121 
ca ne ee eee cer ke 221 
pe TIP ies aisiwiie cnn eae en 308 
Cay oh: TOE 08 Sie ks winvnccdnccsincecssceieeaee 474 
a es eee 290 


ne a. 
Delamarve ads. Poulard { p. c. dal... .~ 22 <<000sscseescnee ee 
| ee eee 
ee 


De Vertiols te: Bate Oh sc ca cash inc cece daseeawenens 247 
Desha, Bradford et al. vs. Solomons,...-..-.-.-..----------- 272 
Dhmitey as. te: DONE 0 Gh oe acc cscassewisesseieawe 296 
Dodd et al. ads. Hutchiss, Tutor, etc.,.................----.. 142 
Dunn’s Heirs ads. Kimball's Administrator,......-.-.-.----- 445 
SIE Uh Ds oi caer see alae 167 


i ee ee a 





OR: TN sx a coicn innnnnwasiaiinn mea 205 

EN 
Seth 4: EM Chik atstitéinonemanemmiaee 319 
Faulk’s Administrator ads. Brown’s Executor,...-....----_-- 598 
en i TO aie ca cei iinne> vce 211 
IN IN cs is aca ntsc onsite ed idles ela eee 368 
Pe Ct lls. GN oo. sti incsinc echnin weweneirceneuste 604 
Flecheaux ads. Van Winckle,._--...-..--.......--.-._---- 148 
Flotte’s Administratrix ads. Michot,.........-.._..-_....__- 129 
Flower vs. DGG ii viwantendiniiveimaansaae 70 


eee 345 






































XIV. ALPHABETICAL 
PAGE 
Forstall & Co. vs. Blanchard et ux.,..... ...-..0200.ssencees 1 
te NIN OI io eceinicks cwe meee view eens eewinwes 406 
I la ore leeaneew ate 47 
i RE ET 
TT Re eT En nee 461 
Fulton Company vs. Wright et al.,......--.---------------- 386 
PO I I scien ac hg sii amiansnna 370 
Garrett vs. Knox’s Administrator,......--.----- ET 463 
RUN PP NNO cts ccs Sis sebastian 604 
he i cari 420 
a a ee eee ee A457 
ee ee eee ee ae) 420 
ee ee a rT 399 
ot ux ade. Norment, Curator, etc.,. ....... 1.6. -.-----«6 422 
—. SE Cy SPER ee a ae ae oe Fe 553 
See 
i eee 480 
I a a i 324 
CU iiiinncnieiennnwedenen wn aaane 260 
ae 476 
PN PR irpacs: ou eennn cexGwennienmnmuamanelews 402 
Se UN iin csennionnie tend eneeeimeainnsen 451 
Gravier’s Curator vs. Carraby’s Executor,-..-.-.----------.- 127 
Oe SE Cikciccnwescassnwinwereins 162 
Geiiei’s Meize ade. Flower et al.,......... 02260-60565 ccecces 345 
ee reer 159 
ee a ee 465 
a a a Noa ei ile 368 
A i aiiccncnn aie cenewnneweswedasinnenee 482 
cea ee rata ace ean lai eae dle eld 190 
SI a cccardcicainiianenindannanea maaan 265 
ee | en ee 214 


ee ee 
Beichman ads. Batley & Wells... ....- ...- <0 ccecevnvesccecees GG 
Hill et al. ve.- Holmes & Smith,.............. 2242022. 2.00. 96 
RE GEE PE} cece ininens i wie eww wein was cavenneee nt 











ce Ans 














-_ . 
ER ae 


aac 











TABLE OF CASES. XV. 


PAGE 
TEAO 00: CR aw oc 0 oo inn tne cennnnenaenneeeenee 
Holmes & Gintth ade. Till o ol... 2. oo nc cece vccvcmennsedus 96 


TN 
ee LS | eT 





ii ei Tio i i vi ki as vccnke ce cwcicciiomeemdnen 241 
Hiter's Eleive dds. Spurlock... ... .....50cesecennnsesuneas 564 
Hutchios, Tutor, ote. os. Dodd 06 @).n. onc cennosncccceadsaues 142 
Hyde & Goodrich vs. Smith et al.,...--........-..--------- 144 

- et al. vs. Palmer & Southmayd,.-.........----.------ 359 


Innis’s Executors ads. Baillio et al.,.....-....-.------------ 483 


SNC BR: Tian caniancxnninnimmamiemeamee 














ER I sriiniicncwn ds veedadnesuciondecieade 501 
Johnson et al. ads. State of Louisiana,.......-.-.--..------. 547 
 :  nicntsoneenminedademee 290 

i DR iiiictcccncicinonnmanemummeadael 397 
Pe BR: ON, UN ia ieiseiscin si eccseishsiccistirnhcnanommaiaiaa 118 
fn NRE MONT eT oe 203 
CONES Ci: Dis on caticcnonancanimmetaedan 352 
renenociioes: Meats: eel, NI a ics sa asst secede abana esata 409 
Keas. et ux ads. ii ccscinnupitciiaemeeie 214 
SR ER TI ib vin kina AT 
Pee a Ot Tis a cio nessa 381 
Kimball’s Administrator vs. Dunn’s Heirs,...-...-..--.------ 445 
Pees oF 0: Oh i ii cecil 535 
Knox’s Administrator ads. Garrett,.......-...-...-..-.._--- 463 
Be I: Tio oek sas etaceria eatin peaeaaiaie aan 102 
- et al. vs. New-Orleans Insurance i ene 348 
Rplienrice wa: Wp ea i gn scits stsicnsic secs insane alae 587 
Ed sn niciendaaiiiact earns caariuiiddseabanamine 588 

IE Oe Fini ecccainiiacotiicer utente 7 
Langley’s Heirs vs. Langley’s Executors,...-...-.---------- 114 
Lawrence et al. ads. Municipality No. 2,...-......---------- 305 
Re Ble et wh ee Vick Oh Win obo tere a cennncccbeamens 33 
ee | et 43% 


Lee’s Administrator ads. M’ Donald, 



















xVI. ALPHABETICAL 


ee ee O54 
PN tie sia sacss tna ste ein al eae etentermnoularue 383 
Oe eae rT 124 
ee ee ee ae 109 
SN RUN 5h nso: ve i ravine nmaaratiam eatin 402 
Ee Ty i TE gin hi ko vviiircnernnnen 197 
Louisiana Insurance Company ads. Walden,._-...--..------- 134 


Louisiana State Marine and Fire Insurance Co. ads. Brugnot,... 326 
Louisiana State Marine and Fire Insurance Co. ads. Regnier,.-. 336 








Maddox vs. Maddox's Executor,...........-..-.c2s-0-50..-- 13 
Mabie ads. Reynolds's Curator,..... .... ... - -.222.-060s0s000+ 424 
ORT ae T ae ee TEENS SoD ERT Te 501 
Mason vs. Mason’s Widow and Heirs,..--.......-.-_-______. 589 
i a I INI i io sic te cara ed cs ea ei da in ac 16 
Matthews’s Executors ads. Chase, Under Tutor, &c.,.-_-.__--- 357 
Mayers vs. Neraut's Administrator,..............-......... 30 
LE a ee 573 
M'‘Donald vs. Lee’s Administrator,...........-.-_-...-..-. 435 
MGrogor vs. Brttingham ¢ al... . .........0006.-600.020.. 182 
M‘Guire, Curator ad hoc, vs. Ross, Tutrix, &c.,...-.-..-.-_-_-- 575 
a 
i 
ee ee 530 
Mechanics’ and Traders’ Bank vs. Prescott,.......-...-.____- 444 
Merchants’ Insurance Company vs. Barroso,.-.-.-.-.-----.-- 411 
eee ee ee ee ee 152 
Michot vs. Flotte’s Administratrix,.......-...-..--.--------- 129 
ee ee ee 271 
Ee ee 539 
A I i shina se tw is ike a eld dsl wasbaied 324 
NE 
Mississippi Marine and Fire Insurance Co. ads. Courtnay et al... 23: 
aie lle Pitas nninen sn ndnnwns niewctwensenens 181 
Re: “OE Ri iti cca ennntiewammnaceews 319 

Moss vs. Bymnes,---------------------------------------- 615 
il ie TEI Biss a ain n nese caw wiind winner meieeaweews 93 


ie 0 TEs oan wees secns th eneenneneenencueees ‘ 

















TABLE OF CASES. 


Municipality No. 1 vs. Municipality ING: Gis 3 ee eee 
Me 2 ow. Lawwence 6 aha. oc ccncsscssdciiada 








Nally et al. ads. NN so cscs wanweicnneemndadacelaen 
Mary ct a). ads, De Vb, 26.00. nc cnesnnsnnesmemmnaliieg 
Neraut’s Administrator ads. Mayer’s Heirs..--.------------- 
Metin 66e: TOG UG) non icsnsicnict wien 
New-Orleans Cotton Press Company ads. Beckman,..--.---- - 
New-Orleans Insurance Company ads. Kohn et al.,.--------- 
I Oe OI iii sii ckcacendniaa ind awe 
Norment, Curator, &c. vs. Gill et ux,...-.....---...---.---- 

6) 086 GOR. cincinnati 


Ocean Insurance Company ads. Vigers et al.,.---..------.--- 
ee i I a saci visser criti 
i i ick oi cccaeemnencuieneteesee 
Cy Oh. TE GR cckin cn cccinnnnisonninnimnaal 
Cwenton ads. Paamelia Weitiy. oo inn nnn cccenccaccsecusaacs 


Paige & Wells on. Goat's Maite... inno cnnnnviccsindommnenns 
Palmer & Southmayd ads. Hyde et al.,..-..------------.--- 
Pameirs Taken ta Qin ho cs er ns cw cies 
Pein we: TW .. enki andcnindcasesamiawadeea 
Pavée et al. ads. Vacocu’s Widow and Heirs,...-..--.------- 
ne ee ene ET a res 
Pee O66 THR icc nnicinnnnsnsicannmnnvinenmnuniit 
i a en 
Py O06 Gir wk hic rendnrciicnmnmaiiiiaaniaie 
PN i is sinks Kes tice eeneeeeeaeeae 
Pinnell et al. vs. Scriber’s Administrator,.......-...-..--.--- 
Pollock et al. ads DIGBY 66 U5... 0c ennnsnneccaimienniie 
Peat, 0 0. 6: 00 Dia os ie nt cnn te ce mee 
Drees 00: Tile GORE. oo nic occa co sew cenceuensdadcecus 
ee ee ee 
Prescott ads. Mechanics’ and Traders’ Bank,. -...-...-.-.---- 
Prichard os. MSiaaiey 0 al, ... cocs ccsciswsvasscndecneden 
eo eee Ee 


c 


XVII. 





PAGE 
49 
305 


619 
247 

30 
381 

67 
348 
321 
422 


511 


the 


16 











XVIII. 





ALPHABETICAL 


Rapp, £ w. ¢., ads. Gravier's Curator,. .. .... 2 -- 2 22 e000 oes 
Regnier vs. Louisiana State Marine and Fire Insurance Co.,- - - - 






A I NN ic wis Mainiirmcan om me new eee 
ee SOIR WG Ic ons cp eee seewassccecsesos 
Reynolds, Tutor, &c. vs. Reynolds’s Administrator,.-.-.------ 
ee 


Rightor ads. Winchester, - - - - - - 


Robert et al. ads. Cuny,- -- -- -- 


Robouam’s Heirs vs. Robouam’s Executors,. -.-.-.----------- 


Ross, Tutrix, &c. ads. M‘Guire, 


Gobmidt, Tutor, dic. ads. Geghom,...... .~..60.000secersvnvecss | 


Cavater ad hot,.....soce<cecee 


Goneener Ltheny ade Walley, .... .. ~~~ 202s cnns csncnaoccces 
Schooner Pennsylvania ads. Stinson et al.,..------.---------- 
Geott's Tieice ads. Pate & Wells, ...o 0.0 ccc co ccc ccwvscsecccs 


Scriber’s Administrator ads. Pi 
Seghers vs. Schmidt, Tutor, &e 


Segur’s Heirs vs. Segur et al.,_- 


Sexton et al. vs. Brooks’s Heirs 


Seymour vs. Bourgeat,._--.--- 
Shackleford et al. ads. Stokes,__ 
Shiff vs. Hertzogg,...-..----- 


55D? 


Smith ads. Bailey,..--..----- 
ads. Gardiner et al.,..-- 
ade. Wilson, ..~....<«. 
ok at. wile. Tighe & ClecOtith,.... ooo nencncsunenewwens 
et al. ads. M‘Micken,_-. 
Spurlock vs. Hunter’s Heirs,.-- 














itt crinrcnmiaaens 


ee ee ee 


Solomons ads. Desha, Bradford et al.,...-...-.---.---.-_---- 


Stafford vs. Stafford et al.,._---- 
State vs. Judge Morgan,.------ 





| | 





vs. Judge Buchanan,-_---- 
vs. Judge Bermudez,----- 
vs. Judge Buchanan,,. - - -- 
vs. Norment et al.,.._-.-- 


wer em em wwe wm we we ew ew we ew Ke ee ew mee m woe 


Fe EL LET I 


Stinson et al. vs. Schooner Pennsylvania,._--.---.---.------- 





Stokes vs. Shackleford et al.,.-- 


ee 





- _ 
Penn GE Ge 














_ 
ee Re 











TABLE OF CASES. 








PAGE 

Symes ade. Whee, ... 12664 -necsconessenasvonssennkenmpeual 173 
Taylor vs. Penrose,.. - ...- 2. ~~ -nenenn cos oo cecesennconss 137 
i el: Bei evi dcrsirninc nate steal oan aaa 7 
~- ys. Chambers, - ------ haiti niatpasetinaiememaieadabiadmoae 578 

a: TN sce isnot in ecb cces cagteee 582 
FR OE CON 0 6. oi me nin ninnicnien en ninincnmniaianaaat 260 
Wiesnakt os, TOUTRORT O08 Bho oc onc eereccctiadesweesendeacs 19 


i 
TT NN 


Cegiest et al. ads: BORG... ccc ccnamastwenccnietanns 295 
Vacocu’s Widow and Heirs vs. Pavée,._.----.--.---------.- 537 
Pa Tee Oe Fi sca sckitinctnctionenneias 148 
I TN bs ee aalcn cece adeanmineniendeanen eee 
Teer Ok Ge Ri cctwivinvawnientieeedneees 423 


ee 
Vigers et al. vs. Ocean Insurance Company,-..--.-.-------.- 362 








Walden vs. Louisiana Insurance Company,.--------------.-- 134 
Wallace, Lambeth & Pope vs. Beauchamp et al.,..-..-------- 284 
The Same US. The Gee se ssaue paced 289 
I: Qs ne is kinins neeemeiaaaa 244 
Warley on: Gebooter Lhenty,..... .ccsesncssnnisnnienmeenes 98 
Walton vs. Catholic Congregation,----.---..--.-.------.--- 493 
ree © iri a TI a eins sine eis shcinsntincendeiewnaieeman 571 
PrerGee ele. Wine © Littin kano neck eccccucesssabies 392 
TE OE Fiona no oc bw kein eeeeeweeaee 454 
1 TN. oiinikcttinia ten ocean awemenameaee 472 

I Ris iiss icrcatcitieed eae niuiene aa aaa 223 
Wells et al ads. Babcock, Gardiner & Co.,.__-.-.-----.------ 431 
TE TR ions icine ncaa eee 588 
ER a 
Te i Be oii oo as onic vind Ua wee eee 530 
Williams ads. Babcock, Gardiner & Co.,..-.-.---.---------- 428 
- et al. ads. Brown’s Executor,........--.---.------- 613 





——— & Lee vs. Warfield,.......-......2..----0-- eens 





XX. ALPHABETICAL TABLE OF CASES. 


nN C0 TRINII «sc wi bli Wii ie abmase wh ae aunt 
ANN NON i seciniies crea Marewlenaiieinn wae Waele alee 
eG ee Ee CN Si cicniennewncdenecewuionneenae 


ww nw we 


et al. ads. Fulton Company, 


Yeatman et al. ads. Leeds, 


I a a a lr ag a aa 




















